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Sen. Clifford P, Case (R

N.J.) charged “yesterday that ,‘ " of: disputes “Juring the'!
Eﬁzma'% ar i

there is “glaring inconsistén-
¢y” in the Nixon administta-
tion’s explanations of US.
“financing” of Thai troops in
Laos. e E
. Case said he believes that
. “the administration is violating
legislation which “forbids the
. use of Departmetit of Defense
. thoney for funding " foreign
.merceriarfes in Laos.”
. The State an d Defense de-
artments "disagréed.  They
gaid the 1970 legislation cited
by Case woilld bar the trans-
‘fer by Thailand of U.S.sup-
plied military assistance to an-
gther country. But in the case
of Laos, the deparinents
claimed, thé legislation per-
‘mitted the use of Defense De-
partment funds for “Thai vol-
uriteers who are operating in
Arregular  guerrilla "units in
Laos under the command of
-the Royal Lao Armed Forces.”
“Chse reéalled yesterday that
ke stated on May 20 that he,
had learned “from Govern-
ment_sources that there are
four to six ‘thousand Thai
troaps in T.a0s and the US.
CGiovernment -— through the
CJA—is pa%ing fof them.”
© 41 gtand by that statement,”
Case said yesterday, and “T am
glad we now have a better
idea of “where the money is
coming from.”

‘Case claimed that new in-|

formatjon supplied to him “di-
raptly contradicts testimony
, Blven by Secretary of Defense
Melvin R.] Ldird on June 14
before the Senate Foreign Re-
lations Commiittee.”
Stste _and 'Defense coun-

lay that there is
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i i the datest n & 5o

in which con-
-vessmen expressed the be-|
{ief that one avenue of funds
had been blocked off, only 1o,
tifd that funds had been.
drawn from another category. |
In this case, the distinction,
drawn by the administration
was between the use of 1iae‘§
regular overseas Military As-:
sistance Program (MAP) and.
funds drawn from the De-j
e Department bhudget,
«Military Assistance,
Service Funded” (MASF).
Case produced a letter yes-
terday from David M. Abshire,
Asgistant Secretary of State
far Congressional Relations.

called

" dsted July 15. It sald: -

«gyppert for these [Thall
{rregulars is suéptied under

e e e

1T program
which, as you know, is funded
through the Department of
Defense hbudget at ‘Military
Assistance, Service Funded’
(MASF).” -

Case contended that this

statement conflicts with:
Laird’s responses to his ques-
tions on June 14. He asked] .
Laird then if the “Military
Assistance Pr‘g)grar_n”,wwld be!
used ‘“for regular ot irregular’
Thai troops in Laos,” or if
Lthj.i,’g jiﬁngnc;in?g‘ “comes from
sagmewhere  €lse” Laird re-
‘plied, “That is correct. The
;Mﬂitary Assistance Program
iwill not fund that program.”
.Laird later repeated the dis-
;claimer. :
i Senate, sources yesterday
.said that in another exchange,
iCase asked: “Would the fund-
/ing for Thaj troops in Laos
fall under the international
'security program.” Laird re-
sponded: “There is no pro-
‘gram in our department which
finances such a program.” But
in the transcript as amended|
by the Defense Department,‘l
these sources said, Laird’s|
answer was changed to state:|
«“There is no such program in
our Department’s request for
international security assist-
ance”

When asked for explanation
of that change, a Defense De-
partment spokesman yester-
day said that the subject of!
Laird’s public testimony was!|
‘“the international security as-|
sistance program.” {

Laird’s comments, “at that!
point in the lengthy hearings,”f

the spokesman continued,
«were in the context of MAP
not MASF.” It is “normal
practice, the spokesman con-
tinued, for the Committee and
the Department each to make
their own corrections in “the
unofficial draft transcript ...
for accuracy and clarity.” Con-
gress “is, of course, fully aware
of the MASF program,” said
the spokesman, and Laird’s 1e-
marks were “reviewed” o as-
sure that they were “under-!
stood” in the proper context.|
A State Department spokes—{
man said that Congress, in|
,1966, set up the MASF pro-,
ram for use of Defense De-|
partment funds for Laos, Thai-|

1and and Vietnam. :
. Case said yesterday thaty
¢the fundamental issue re-!
mains. of the public’s and the‘!
Congress’ right to know wha‘tl
|

appéning in the ‘secret
_ g s .
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ongressl icfions
eancmg  Thai irregularsi
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“tharles W, Bray II] said yester-
grs from

these voluntes

nd, opera ing on their owny:
er 1,aos commd g6 Tot ||

ynder mengme. [))

S ATE f A opri- |

fellon Acl last year. i
-s¥}ccording o that amendment, ¥

Bray said, the U.S. government
is prohibited from using any of !
Zthe $2.5 billion for Vietnam to,

man|

—aUp ) ort other ‘“free world
_forces” aiding the local govern-i

“mients of Laos and Cambodia. |
“WiWe have taken the position ini

%_exe‘éutilve branch,” said!
YBray of the Fulbright amend-
méht, “that these free world;
‘;A'I;QIQ.E.S‘W()'&}Q be formally orga-
fized units’ provided by other
overnmeénts and under the com-:
idd ,gffw TnTa_ltj_onals of those gov-.

S o e

s e s g
“fot the case Ior 3
Thai volunteers in-Laos, Bray

d. “They ars pot from the
) Thailapd, and

ase nad earlier estimat-:
) 2ir number at between 4,000
“xand 6,000, but state department:

rofficials said that number is
r¥slightly high.”

© Both Fulbright and Case insist
withat the ‘aniendment is intended.
ﬁo prevent, the use of mercenar-
nles, T B =
4e, Bray also denied Case’s;
.#.charge 1" he floor of the Senate,
“syyesterday that the funds to sup-;
.aport these Thai volunteers come!
syout of the budget of the Central .
;;;Intell,i ence ~Agency. He stood:
4abehind a letter sent by the de-
" partmefit to Case July 15—and
e,‘,released yesterday——that sup-

%iport goes through the Lao mili-|

g,g%ary rogram funded by the De-
‘{ense gpartment. amith
: cigls adml

e e
"% jifin fund &

o ihej

& by the CIA—who adUs
1egcall a0 10rCe ere.
Case’s statement yesterday!

‘accused the administration of aj
“wglaring inconsistency” in 1its|

position on «funding Thai troops:
in Laos.” Henoted the contra-|
i ction between what the July 15|
letter from the state department|
said and & statement by
Secretary of Defense Melvin R.
Laird June 14, before the Senate
Foreign Relations Comumittee.
Case quoted Laird as saying,|
in answer to a direct quesions |
taorhen that the senator was'

o e 5100 11w

woorrect” about funds for the;
volunteers coming from “some-!
where else” — ““The military|
assistance program will not fund,
that program,” Laird said.

Yet the July 15 letter to Case
|stated that «gypport for these

‘{rregulars is supplied under the}

Lao military aid program which,
as you know, is funding through
the  Department of Defense

budget as Military Asgsistance, |’

“gervice-Funded (MASF)Y

FfFa§ gald he could not explain
ithe “‘confusion” over what Laird
‘had told the Foreign Relations
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Committee. Both he and Case;
noted, however, that Laird’s
words were technically correct,
since the name, “military assist-
lance program’ as such has been
eliminated from Laos — as well
as Thailand and South Vietnam.
In 1966 Congress bowed to the
request of the Johnson adminis-
tration and included military aid
to those three countries in the
regular Defense Department
budget. So the “military assist-
ance program’ formerly con-
trolled hg_the,State Department
in Laos hgs pecoiiie the defense|

4
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department’s «Military AsSie
ance, Ser_vice-Funded” progﬁm.\
Laird did not emphasize this
point to the Foreign Relations
Committee In assuring Case that
‘o funding ‘would go through the
|extinet “M ilitary Assistance
iProgram.”

| Case yesterday also asked that,
the administration provide al
White Paper on all the details of|
L_aos. He said the taxpayer has a.
right to know what is being done|
with the $350 million a year the
administration has admitted
spending there. Bray_said
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